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0 Wf)e¢ things tHat probably is at stake, And, sadly, chia aré favorable, and if fatural factors

.. = there are those who would like to see the are suitable, it is likely that an expanded

proud, independent cowman brought to his beef industry will develop there without spe-

. knees and shuttled into the Government cial subsidies. Certainly taht area is entitled

. .corral along with grain farmers. Those who to the benefits of existing conservation and
think this view extreme may be underesti- land use programs that encourage a switch
mating the “supply managers” holding forth from row crops to grasslands.

3 "in Washington these days. 'They mean busi- But to deliberately build up the cattle
heh 35 the combined total hess, anhd they show signs of not caring business there, in the face of presently exist-
wheat, corn, ¢ot- Whether they use the front door or the back ing surpluses all over the country, would be

d ‘I‘icg 20T e sin gaining their objectives. a classic example of the wrong kind of Gov-
’ The meat import problem will not really ernment intervention.
the fact' tha.t» _be solved, either, until a firm law is on the Tt can be hoped that Secretary of Agricul-
he eattle pooks, spelling out in detall what can be ture Orville Freeman will recognize the folly
ce Com- imported and how much. By law, we mean of this proposal and use all his influence to
“#ights law passed by Congress and signed by the scotch the ldea before it goes further.
ical” one Presldent, not some administrative ruling

= = = ~by a bureaucrat somewhere. Administrative [From the Norfolk (Nebr.) Daily News, May

s “Tiings, even by the Preskions nimset, v o
7~ of necess
13‘15. _at any time with the tide and flow of events IMPORTS AND POLITICS
L or whim. ““In a talk in Des Moines Saturday, Agri-
Tin ~ Law, on the other hand, s firin and per- -culture Secretary Orville Freeman shoved

ho Crhafsnt uhtil changéd or altered through the matter of depressed beef prices further
. “legislative process in Congress. Law is baslc into the political arena than has been done
sent. Mr. Prés --top our system of government; everyone, in- gither by farm State Govermors or the beef
“in the ’RECE) e Th cluding the highest officeholder in the land, industry men themselves.
i i Y7 % is subject to it. This is the American way, He said that Republicans have tried to
%®nd it is the way that will'afford cattlemen tell farmers that the only reason for skid-
e_kind of assurance they need to plan ding prices was the importation of beef from
d and solve their problems. "7 " gorelgn countriés. The tecord does not bear
hus cattle interests will not rest easy out such a statement—elither from GOP
tP% there ig a reasonable meat import 1aw Jleaders or those in the cattle industry. Their
¥ books, Otherwise, they are subject case has been based on the view that im-
g sold out at any time. The present ports, plus record domestic outpuf, has had
dilemmyg came about largely because the ga significant price effect. They have also
. . executivh.branch was delegated vagiie poWers ™ correctly charged that the key to actlon in
gh to negotiffe away our domestic markets for “{he imports fleld is in the hands of the
meat. tneed a law and we need it now, administration.
gattle industry will know where The Freeman attitude, very late admit-
It stands, ¥gow what to expect, and ¢an gynee that imports were any factor in the
move ahead tpder its own steam and under parket, and then this attempt in Des Moines
cows that ¢z e Have Its own guidelfges. to inject partisanship into the matter, fur-
r”oné more’ éalf. When the ke — " “ther obscures an issue which he and his
urse, meht from thesé cows will [From the Lincokp (Nebr.) Evening Journal pepartment, along with the President, have
o_the flood of “impofted Yge Journal, May 12, 1964] treated as a minor irritant—something ta
mp g{ﬁ!ye and the  ApPaLacHia " 7 777 "pe shooed off the stagé While poverty pro-
’ anxﬁﬁ bt tates must share the EFamis’occupy the spotlight. T
4 ng bolster the PoY- The PRESIDING OFFICER (M.
3 e 10-State area . .
%t just s & humani- McGovVERN in the chair). Is there fur-
kuard against the ther morning business? If not, morning
#rough the spread business is closed.

ily News.
the articles

‘eofitenl-  erty-level econom
Would " known as Appalachia—
L_Nnot  {arjan gesture but to

RO ot R spesia helr CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1963

extended in the past §p the Great ~ ~ The Senate resumed. the consideration

alley and geher “of the bill (HR. 7152) to enforce the
_constitutional right to vote, to confer
2 jurisdiction -upon the district courts of
¢--the United States to provide injunctive
improvement in one reglon comes at tHg ex- relief against diserimination in public
pense of ¢ wions., T -=-gecommodadtions, to authorize the Attor-
" ney General to institute suits to protect
constitutional rights in public facilities
and public education, to extend the Com-
mission on Civil Rights, to prevent dis-
rimination in federally assisted pro-

Which pense of other fegions. 7
R ~ Inciuded in the Appalachia bill now gpe

fote the Houe Publlb Works Gomni
- prog o pay up to 80 p ' CoN
_of impraving pasturé Tands for cattle in th:
region.

Coming at a time when cattle hu

the Nation are at an all fime peak, : s,f%to;gegt‘alg%slg» 3. Gommission on
pius of beef Is driving cattle pricés to dis- %4 1 BEmplogme tﬁpﬁommmty, and for

t
“ehances of  ‘astrouely 10w fevels, it would bé a tFagic OUWEr purposes.

1ve_supply - bluhder to sibsidize expanded beef produc- he PRESIDING OFFICER. The
ce Tevels  tion In Appalachia. "It would be as damaging gpestion is on agreeing to the amend-

t i as  to'the people of that area as to othér sections enth (No. 577) roposed by the Sen:
/ ‘con- of the country which are reeling under the o o8 T O b y a-
ohq “deprésted cattle market. or f Louisiana [Mr. LonG]l to the
" THere are provisions in the Appalachia bill’ -amendigents (No. 513) proposed by the
Gre ¢ T Thich e the  “Senatorifrom Georgia [Mr. TALMADGE],
= %= .for himsé]f and other Senators, relating
“+0 jury trikls in criminal contempt cases.

. Federal expehsé, Wo
 without damaging anyohe, The pr
k- ‘technical asistance dnd Joans to imp
" tifber production Xas merit in view of
rious #irhber shortages deévelopirg fh™this™ ~ The legislative clerk called the roll,
d the following Senators answered to
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{No. 243 Leg)

Alken Pulbright Morse
Allott Gore Morton
Anderson Gruening
Bartlett Hart Mundt

' Bayh Hartke slson
Beall Hayden Neuberger

- Bennett Hickenlooper Pastore
Bible Hplland Pearson
Boggs ‘Humphrey Pell
Burdick Inouye Prouty
Byrd, Va. Jackson Proxmire
Byrd, W. Va. Javits
Cannon Jordan, Idahe Ribicoff
Carlson Baltonstall
Case Kennedy Bcott
Church Euchel Simpson
Clark . Long, Mo. Bmathers
Cooper Long, La. Bparkman
Cotton Mansfield on
Curtls Mc ‘Walters
Dirksen McGovern Williams, N.J,
Dodd McIntyre ‘Willtams, Del
Dominick McNamara Yarborough
Douglan Metcalt Young, N, Dak
Ellender Miller Young, Ohto

- Fong Monroney

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Mc-

GOVERN In the chalry. A quorum is pres-
ent.

Mr. BYRD of Virginia obtained the
floor.

Mr. YARBOROUGH. Mr. President,
will the Senator from Virginia yleld, with
the understanding that he will not lose
the floor, and that my remarks will pre-

- eede or follow his in the Recorp?

Mr. BYRD of Virginia. With that un-
%erstandmg, I yield to the Senator from

exas.

NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF STATE
' APPRAISAL AGENCIES CALLS FOR
.. PABSAGE OF GI BILL BASED ON
. IRREFUTABLE REASONS

Mr. YARBOROUGH. Mr. President,
thousands of our servicemen who served
this Natlon during World War I and the
Eorean war are now retiring from the
Armed Forces. These career servicemen
who have served 20 to 30 years in the
Armed Forces are facing a very difficult
readjustment problem.
Mr., Paul 8. Smelser, writing in the
Bervice Letter of the National Associa-
Hon of Btate Approval Agencies, has re-
minded us that these career servicemen
-are for the most part being denied the re-
adjustment benefits of the previous GI
bills due to thelr continued service in the
Armed Forees. B. 5, the cold war GI
bill, sponsared by 3% Senators, would
overcome this unfust situation by pro-
viding readjustment assistance to these
deserving mep and women who have
glven thelr valuable and loyal service
during the cold war since January 31,
1955. This is one of the many cogent
_and compelling reasons why the Senate
ghould consider and pass the cold war
Q1 bill, 8. 5, which is now on the Senate
Calendar, where it has been since the
second day of July 1963—the most ne-
glected, shoved aside, stomped on bill in
the Senate.
-+ I shall read a few paragraphs from
Mr. Smelser's letter, distributed nation-
wide throngh the National Association
of State Approval Agencies: .| |

. They are skilled in military occupational
-specialties that have lttle or no relation to
civilian occupations. It seems unlikely that
they will remafn unemployed or be employed
0 unskilled occupations.

F.

-

Mr. President, that is the kind of fu-
ture that awaits the veteran of today, un-
less Senate bill 5 is passed, 5o as to give
him a real opportunity in life. I con-
tinue to read from Mr. Smelser’s letter:

It appears that a large portion of thelr
potential production will be wasted,

These men earned the education and
tralning assistance benefits provided by
Public Law 346 of the 78th Congress and the
similar benefits provided by Public Law 550
of the 82d Congress. But they were unsdble
to take advantage of these cpportunities be-
cause they continued to serve in the Armed
Porces. Now, most of them are not eligible
for these benefits unless they were officers.

It has often been overlooked that these
aeserving veterans will be eligible for edu-
cation and training assistance bepefite when
the Cold War Veterans’ Readjustment Assist-
ance Act (B. §) is enacted into law. The
educational assistance benefits provided by
this law will enable them to increase their
esrning power and their usefulness as a
eitizen,

Some veterans organizations have falled
to give mctive support to legislation that
would provide educational benefits for cold
war veterans. They have maintained that
thelr primary concern is for thelr own mem-
bers and that cold war veterans are not eligi-
ble for membership in thelr organizations.
By sdopting this policy they have falled to
act for the henefit of their members who
are not only veterans of the cold war but are
also veterans of World War II and the Ko-
rean confiict.

‘We are hopeful that veterans, veterans or-

‘ganizations, and educators will incrense their

aeltve support of 5. § and that this bill wiil
be enacted into law in the near future,

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the entire letter written by Mr.
Smelser, entitled “The World War II-
Korean Confiict-Cold War Veteran,” be
prinfed at this point in the Recorp.

‘There being no objection, the letter
was ordered {o be printed in the Recorp,
as follows: )

THE Worlp War IT-Komean Cowrricr-CoLp
War Verzean
{(By Paul 8. Bmelser)

Thousands of men who first entered the
Armed Forces during World War II are now
retiring from the services. These men served
thelr country during three eritical periods—
World War II, the Korean conflict, and the
cald war.

Bome of these veterans have acquired
knowledge and skills that are closely related
to a civilian occupation. They can look for-
ward to 15 or 20 or more productive years in
the civillan economy. They can expect to
adequately support themselves and their de-
pendents and to contribute to the economy
and the general welfare of their community
and their Nation. A

Large numbers of these veterana, however,
are discovering that they are poorly-equipped
Tor civillan life. They are skilled in military
occupational speclaities that have little or
no relation to civilian occupations. It seems
likely that they will remain unemployed or be
employed in unskilled occupations. It ap-
pears that a large portion of thelr potential
production will be wasteq.

These men earned the education and train-
Ing nsslstance benefits provided by Public
Law 346 of the 78th Congress and the similar
benefits provided by Public Law 850 of the
83d Congress. But they were unable to take
advantage of these opportunities because
they continued to serve in the Armed Forces.
Now, mosat of them are not eligible for these
benefits unless they were officers.

It has often been overlooked that these
deserving veterans will be eligible for educa-
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tion and tralning assistance beneflts svhen
the cold war veterans' readjustment (Eklpt~
ance (8. 5) 13 enacted into law.: The
educational assistance benefits providid by
this lIaw will enable them to increase Their .
earning power and thelr usefulnessiss s -
citizen. H i

Bome veterans organizations have faifed to
give active support to legislation that would
provide educational benefits for cold waf vet-
erans. They have maintained that their’
primary concern is for their own meipbers
and that cold war veterans are not ellgible
for membership in thelr organizations By
adopting this policy they have falled i{p act
for the benefit of their members who arg not
only veterans of the cold war but are_glso =
veterans of World War IT and The Kiehn
conflict. e -

We are hopeful that veterans, veterard of-
ganlsations, and educators will incresse Fheir )
actlve support of 8. 5 and that this bil; wilf = _ -
be enacted into law in the near future,”

iE

CUBAN INDEPENDENCE DA

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. President; 62
years ago today a small Caribbean islafid,
for which the United States had fogght
8 bloody war with Spain, became:the
free and independent nation of Ciiba.
On this date in 1902, the Stars and
Stripes were lowered and the Ctban
flag—the lone star flag of Narasco
Lopez—was ralsed on Morro Castel at
the entrance of Havana Harbor. o e

The ceremony was a singular tribule . _ -
to America’s military persuasion and her R
diplomatic excellence for we had actdd in
accordance with the mandate of Con-
gress, expressed In the joint resolutidn of
1898, and made Cuba the “free and h1ide-
pendent” nation that she “is and by right
should be.” :

The occasion on which we williagly
surrendered the territory we had wop in
war marked the birth of s sovereign state
that was to thrive until its creator scored
an opprobrious political first by helpping
execute that to which it had given:life. =

.With the indulgence of my colleagies, =~
I should like to discuss briefly the glse . | _ .
and the fall of Cuban freedom andthe.
creation in its ashes of a Commuhist
satellite whose power is spreading lilie &
malignancy to infest and feed upor all = __ .
Latin America. S

The circumstances surrounding the
{all of Cuba in the closing months of the
Eisenhower administration are related in
& book, “The Fourth Floor: suthired
by our former Ambassador to"Cuba, Ifar]
E. T. Smith. Ambassador Smith’s tact
is a dispasslonate, authentic account of
how the United States, hiding berdnd
& tapestry of lies and subterfuge cafled
nonintervention in Cuba’s inteimial
affairs, disarmed Fulgencio Batista, .
turned other once friendly natipns
against him and propelled into the prés{- =~
dential palace in Havana, & man with a
voluminous record of Communist
tivity.

The prelude to the rise of Castr
star is fantastic. Cestro was compate
to Abraham Lincoln and pictured gen-
erally as & composite savior, a Rcbin
Hood, and a friendly family physiclan
by the American press. He was openly
alded by the United States against the =
Government of Cuba with which we ligd
{riendly and formal relations,
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"Fidelista in Cuba was an ldea, a moun-

Ty to open wai"fare

n
somewﬁ%f Tike saymg that & soldier 18
less dead_because the bullet that killed
" him“was a ricochet.” Communism is a

patlent ideology. Its mevitabihty ‘doc-
“fri s” ¢elebrated not in years but in

rpetu Communist

u y
“terial inadequacies of a Sov
tion, and the minusfule segment of
“Latin America which Is allowed to peer
inside the island may so regard it. Cuba
is, however, a most dramatic showcase

“of the ébllﬁy ‘of the United States

ades
arc‘hlf”ects see in ‘Cuba ah unprecedented
“opportunity to spread their ideology

‘throughout the land mass contiguous to™

their ultimate enemy—the United
States.

-I hardly need amplify on the extent of
the threat should we find ourselves fac~
ing a Red tide from Juarez to Cape Horn.
In sUCH a perilouis position, the

-of whether or not Cuba began as a direct -
-military threat to the United States
-would be totally inconsequential.

- - Another misconception is that a “ther-

monuclear holocaust” would be the

--corollary to any action taken by the

United States to extrude communism
from Cuba. The Pearl of the Antilles is
an ideological beachhead for commu-
nism, but it is not necessary for the de-
fense of Eastern Europe or the Com-
munist mainland. )
- Cuba’s primary value to world commu-~
nism remains that of a springboard for
ideas, a way station for Communist
-thought and dogmas, and a Latin Amer-
jcan sanctuary for limited military and
-unlimited ideological offensives. This
does not make Cuba less of a danger to
the United States for our security is
bound inextricably to the security of all
the Americas. It remains, however, that
in modern warfare Cuba is unnecessary
for actual defense of Mother Russia.

I am firmly convinced, and I think it is
axiomatic from a study of communism’s
reaction to American determination, that
“Khrushchev will not precipitate a nu-
clear war over Cuba. He will rave and
exhort and rattle his missiles. He might
even truncate negotiations for a cultural
‘exchange, but with everything to lose
-and nothmg to gain he w111 not trxgger

“Tawar,

“Another belabored misconception is
that the limited bee sting jabs at Castro

by exiles ‘are not effective. If effective-
riéss”is to be measured by the success

of poorly armed youths facing Castro’s

sen Soviet frained army on the battlefleld,

“'then I cohcede that the refugees are not
eﬁ’ectwe—m fhat context. .
_Realist a]ly, " such reasonmg gxs-
t

éstion

match  the swiffiess of ~confingencies
and marshal a political consensus ca-
“pable ‘of ‘meéeting challenges from Rus-
sia—for 20 years our bitterest enemy.

To Latin - America, Communist- Cuba
exists as Iirrefutable proof that the
United States will neither defend its
borders nor honor its commitments and

Tescue its friends.

“The "Latin' Ameérican image foday is
mirrored in the Cuban looking glass. If
Cuba, the most prosperous among the
small nations of America, in the shadow
of the mighty United States could go
under as she did, what indeed might
the others expect?

We have attempted to isolate Cuba,
but is isolation what she deserves?
Five years ago Cuba was our ally. The
masses of people who were our friends
then still reside in Cuba. The forces
which govern their destiny have
changed, but the people have not. If
isolation from the American system is
the penalty they must pay for succumb-~
ing to communism--with U.S. help—
what have other nations to expect if they
too slip and fall?

Latin Americans realize that the Com-
munists never fail to support their cap-
tive governments even though they be
9,000 miles away, whereas the United
States, 90 miles from Cuba, can only
retreat in trembling archaic isolationism
and plead with the free world to isolate
the nation which “is and by right should
be free and independent.”

Liberation—mnot isolation—is the course
we must chart for Cuba.

Mr, President, we have been a de facto
combatant in the inconclusive bloody
war in Vietham for almost half a decade,
“Now the administration maintains that
we will win the war in Vietnam. “Win,”
however, means victory, and the admin-~

“istration has been known to regard that

word with derision and scorn.
Of two things we can be certain: The
““ground rules” of Vietnam make total

“victory in the classic sense utterly unat-
tainable. Just as surely, the lessons of
“history make anhything less than victory
otally unthinkable,
i ] anomaly, I would 11ke
were we to commit to the
“Caribbean a fraction ‘of our money and

- fain, and 12 survwors 5 of an ambush.

manpower now in Asia, we could amelio-

These 12 burgeoned in humbers and i rate the situation which poses problems

~“tactics, branching out f

‘harassinefit  of the most urgent and immediate nature

T Tto sabotage to plato

ctions and final-"

for the United  States.

To.my knowledge, the Vxetcong have

) Fmally Mr President I shou}d like to

~..19_haval installations from which sub-
Juarines can threaten American shores,
1 _The Vietcone are not spewing venom into
-the Western Hemisphere. They are not
dhreatening our access.to the Panama
_Canal,

our space mstallatlons on the
southern and eastern seaboards, or the

oo
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tration has chosen to commit American
lives and prestige to make the ultimate
- gtand against international communism,

Mr. President, if we must provide
assistance for an army, should not that
assistance be for a Cuban army in exile,
an army that could infiltrate the Slerra
Maestra, organize the farmers and
peasants, and begin an effort for Cuban
liberation. Would it not be a sound
investment in American men and dol-
lars to train, equip, and support the
thousands of Cuban expatriates who
roam the earth as men without coun-

es? They are eager and willing fo

ht, under our rules or theirs, to
extirpate the madness which governs
Cuba.

Our first obligation is to our own na-
tional security, but in attending to our
security, does not Cuba present itself as
the paramount foreign policy issue
facing us?

Mr. President, 1t should not be for-
gotten, though it often seems o be, that
in the course of the one and three quar-
ters century of its existence, it is only
now that the United States faces morial
pertl. America has féught two world
wars thousands of miles from its shores.
It has bullt up vast interests throughout
the globe, but only during the past 3
years has the United States allowed the
enemy fto creep “surreptitiously”—as
President Kennedy declared In October
of 1962—to the very doorstep of the
American mainiand.

Throughout our history, Fortiress
America has withstood all external chal-

lenges, but today we are induced to~

abrogate the very cardinal principle of
our foreign policy—the Monroe Doc-
trine—and hid the enemy welcome on
our doorstep.

“Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
gent at this juncture of my remarks to
have inserted in the Recorp a statement
provided me by Mr. Juan Lliteras, Chalr-
man of the Committee of Cuba Jurisis,
which outlines various legal ramifica-
tions of our Caribbean commitments.

“There being no objection, the siate-
ment was ordered to be printed in the
Recorp, as follows:

! GriTeMENT BY Mi. JUAN Lirremas

1. Bince the year 1778, when the people of
18 mmall colonies, with a population scarcely
in excess of 2,700,000 Inhabitants, proclalmed
thelr indepéndence from Great Britaln and
the determination to become a free natlon,
it has been an established tradition in Amer-
i¢a that all peoples have the right to rebel
aguinst ; more so when such tyranny
18 imposed from abroad. The Declaration of
Independence of the United States 1s, there-
fore, the first In time and significance among
the legal arguments which we here present
in support of our petition.

2. The corollary right of self-determina-
tlon, derived from the Declaration of Inde-
pendence of the United States, was acknowl-
edged by the Pan American Unlon, since its
inception during the latter part of the last
century; has been reafirmed in all important
Inter-American pronouncements of later
years; and is présently incorporated In the
Charter of Bogotfi of 1948.

"a. The right of nonintervention—espe-
clally of noninterveniion by extra-contl-
nental powers—In the internal affalrs of the
American nations, likewise affirmed in the
charter of Bogotd, originated with the so-
called “no-transfer principle,” whereby the
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peoples of America, at an early date, ex-
pressed thelr determination not to permit an
extension of the territorial domain of Xuro-
pean powers in America. The Mouroe Doo-
trine of 1823, directed to protect the newly
won independence of the young American
Republics, was firmly based on this principle.
Bald Doctrine became one of the cornerstones
of inter-American law after the seventh Pan
Arherican Conference of Montevideo, in 1938,
and has provided a solid foundation for col-
lective defense, under the compacts of Rio
de Janeiro and the charter of Bogotd.

4. The “no-transfer” doctrine was again
invoked in the joint resolution of the Con-
gress of the United Btates of June 1940
(Pittman-Bloom), and reiterated as a8

baslc principle of public Inter-American law

in ths Declaration of Havana, adopted in
said city by the foreign ministers of the
American Republics during the month of
July of the same year. Under the terms of
the Declaration of Havans the American
States unanimously resolved not to oonsent
to any transfer of American territory among
the Furopean powers Involved In the war
then being fought on that continent.

These pronouncements are of special signi-
ficance at this time and might well be ap-
plied to Cuba, where a transfer of American
territory to an extracontinental power has
unquestionably occurred as a consequence of
the global confliict known as the cold war.

5. The Mutuel Becurlty Act of the Unlted
Btates, 1851, authorized the President to
aswEist the citizens of captive nations, within
or without their territory in the struggle to
restore the independence of sald natlons,
This law, while pDever 80 far implemented,
remalns on the statute books, and could well
be considered as contradicting the ill-advised
efforts of certaln authorities to restraln Cu-
ban patriots from attacking the Castro-
Communist regime under the neutrality laws
of the United States.

8. The joint resolution of the Congress of
the Inited States of September 20, 1963,
formally committed that nation to “work
with the OAS and freedom-loving Cubans
to restare self-determination to the Cuban
people.”

This Iaw, unquestionably the most im-
portant piece of foreign policy legislation
enacted In recent years, has fallen into ob-
livion. Neither has the Government of the
United States acted upon the joint resolu-
tion of September 1862, nor have the nations
of Latin America sought to invoke sald reso-
Tution in self-defense, as they well might
have done, to repel the repeated aggressions
of international communism staged from
Cuba.

Nevertheless, the guldelines lald down by
the United Btates in sald resohution, as the
unquestioned leader of the free world, polnt
perhape to the only course capable of afford-
ing an effective solutlon tc the problem of
American security. Mirst, because the source
of our common peril s sttuated in Cuba.
Second, the =aforesald resolution contem-
plates collective action—though not neces-
sarily unanimous action, or even action by a
majority of the American States. It lmposee
of cowrse, no cbligations on those countries
which choose not to consider themselves In
perll of Communlst aggression oblivious of
the common danger. Yet, on the other hand,
it extends an open invitation to thoss actu-
ally threatened to avail themselves In re-
ciprocal self-defense of the support and re-
sources of the most formldable power in the
world. :

This distinction is Important from the
point of view of the Internal rules and reg-
ulations of the OAS, It is still more Im-
portant with respect to Cuba, because the
jolnt resolution of September 1062, contem-
plates the rights of the Cuban people 1o de-
fend themselves and to recetve support with-
in the framework of inter-American collec-
tive self-defense. In this sense it may well be

May %0

Joint resolution, famous in the annals of 1fs-
tory—the joint resolution ef the Congimes
of April 1888—which solemnly declared that
“Cuba 1s and by right ought to be free imud
{ndependent.” :

It matters not therefore that the voicczj of

o

Cubs be presently smothered by Commuitist
oppression. Otheér nations may speak ‘For
her. because collectlve self-defense entifiés
a nation to act or to demand protection 8ot
only for its own defense, but likewise in
the interest of any ally threatened or o1®T-
run by an aggressor. And the case of Ciiba
1s not one of mere danger of attack. ‘Che
occupation of Cuba by a forelgn enemy lasn
accomplished fact, and this was so0 recDg-
nized at Punta del Este.

In brief, Excellencles, the matter on hind
can be dealt with effectively by simply pxo-
viding freedom loving Cubans with the
moral and material support to which, in:the
circumstances, they are clearly entitled.Z T
Tunisia, Morocco, Egypt, and certain Soclalist
countries did not hesitate openly to proide
arms, bases and a safe haven to the Algerian
forces of national liberation, with the ticit
consent of the United Natlons, what i to

stand in the way of the free peopled:of

America doing as much—and with & be
right—for the people of Cuba? |
7. It 1s unquestionably pertinent to Invéke

3
in this respect the Mutual Assistance Treaty

of Rio de Janeiro, 1947, ,

The Organ of Consultation of the Amuri-
can States hes heid five formal meetings ;j6d
one informal reunion, since the Commuilst
regime came to power in Cuba by deceiylnhg
the Cuban people, as the leader of thatTe-

glme has cynically confessed. These midet-

ings have been almost, exclusively concerfed

with the problem of Cuba, or the danlé¥s~

arising from the Communist occupatior: of
that island. Starting with the petitionji of
Peru and Colombia in 1861, followed by taat
of the United States in 1963, and preserily
in the case of Veneguela, the American stiff
requesting sald meetings have invariably
voked article 6 of the Rio Treaty, which ré&d8
as follows: 1=
“If the violability or the integrity of'3he ~
territory or the sovereignty or political irgle-
pendence of any American state should: be
affected by an aggression which 1s not:
armed attack, or by an extracontinenta

or

intracontinental conflict, or by any ofther

fact or sltuation that might endanger The
peace of America, the Ofgan of Consulta!ion

shall meet immediately in order to agreifi

the measures which must be taken in i|®Ep.

of aggression to assist the victim of the Bg-

gression or, in any case, the measures wiiich
ghould be taken for the common defense 888

for the maintenance of the peace and s
rity of the continent.” ;

The problem heré submitted to the Adfer-

ican states can, therefore, Excellencles;>be -

reduced to a stmple question, to wit: 11 it
is right and proper to apply article 8 of the
Rio Treaty when Invoked by Peru, Colombia,
the United Btates, and Ven

any reason why sald precept should Znt

lkewise apply in the interest of the Cyb
people? ;

We put it thus bluntly because, whereili 1t
is true that the OAS has adopted cerfaln

resolutions—of doubtful effectiveness~Zfor

the purpose of isolating Cuba and avolfing
the proliferation of communism in the fest.
of the American Republics, no measurei} 68
far as we know, have been applied or (wen
constdered to defend the people of Cuba
against the actual Invasion or mliiitary.oc- "
cupation by a foreign power; and it 18 pré-
cisely such measures that article 6 of the
R®io Treaty quoted above expressly conté:

plates, and which should have first pricrity )

in ail cases of aggression, even when!
of a military nature. ik

On the contrary, whenever the orgall @
consultation hes met, emphasis has intRri-

’
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"gbly been placed on the fact t‘ha,t commus
nist Infiltration and subversion of the other
members of the system “Had origlhated id
Guba; and the American states, under the
leadership of the United States, have defer-
mined the principal objective of their con-
tinental policy to be the isolation of Cuba
from the rest of the clyilized world,
Ex)erythin thus” sugges ‘s that €
understanding is that Cuba is directly re-
sponsible” for disturbing the pedcé of theé
‘hemisphere,” that -that nation should he
punished, and that it is proper and just for

the Cuban people to suffer the consequences‘

of all international misdemeanors staged
from the island

amdggne several statements mhade by heads
" spf state of the American Hepublics, includ-
‘ ing the words of the late lamented President
Eennédy of the United States, that the peo-
ple of Cubd are a confuered péople, Under
. the totalltarlan yoke of a foreigh power and

“thus incapable of "free action or ex'pressfon

* 'This should, and in’ law nd doubt does,
-exclude the Cuban people Tromi ail Tesporisi=
Bility in connectiorr with hostile ‘acts di-
rected agalnst the nelghboring countries,
everi'If such acts have In fact been staged
in Cuba. Hence those who should be ac-
cused as aggressors are not the people of
'Guba, but bhe frivaders and ‘traitors who,
having violated hetr territory by force, utilizé
1t to assail the sister republics of the heini-
sphers,

This was aBundantly proved at the
time of the Oc¢tober 1967 crisis, When thé
-American mainland was directly mendced by
‘the emplacement on Cuban soil of nuclea?
missiles, manned exclusively by Red army
troops, with no Cuban partlcipation wha.t-
soever. -

-.There 13 Jf,hus a.s ‘we sée it, p
contradiction between the poiiti’ al and mili<
tary reality in Cuba as acknowliedged by the
.OAS and the attitudes and measures adopted
by the American States in connection there-
with, ‘consldering that the said States have
long beén and remain today bound to the
‘Cuban people by unimpeachable historicaf
and juridica.I ties.

“What & sgnse of reason a,nd Justice Tew
quires on the paft of the allies of Cuba, Ex-
cellencies, 18 not the punishment but the
defense of the Cuban people. And, if prop=
erly understood, that is precisely what article
& of the Rio Treaby explicitly ordains. All
the confusion that we have witnessed, the
grave and continued conflicts within the
hemisphere, would quickly vanish once re<
sponsibility is placed where 1t rightly belongs
and the above mistake ig rectified.

Had It not been ‘for the mistaken lntgr-
pretation of our regional 1aw, we surely
would not' have heard in this hall the argu-
ments of eminent Jurists counseling againsé
&l interference in Cuyban affairs on phe

grounds of “self-determination’ and ‘“non-
Intervention,” under the assumption’ that
the present Cuban Communist satellite re-
gime represents the Cubdn people, Instead of
the enemjes of our country. Nor would
senctions naye been requested before as they
are at present to castigate-an unfortunate
and helpless people. Rather would
meh and natlons have Geen exp )
in succor of Cupa, hastening to break her
chains.

.. The enemy of America gentlemen 1s not
Cuba but interngtional communism. If. Wwe
wish to combat that enemy, let the arm
ralsed against it by a free Cuba be upheld,
let 1t be strepgthened, lef 1ts grip be firm, let
the syord that 1 bial in_defiay

the banner of hammer and the sickig
rooted on American Soll npever wavyer, We
dare not allow that arm to falter, because
should it ever fail, should providence bring
upon s so_cruel a destiny, the lberty of
-America, would fall with 1it. .

- that danger.
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is a single precept that has invariably
guided the foreign policy of the United
States since the treaty with Great Brit-
ain of 1783, that principle has been
that the United States would, under no
circumstances, allow Cuba to fall under
the domination of a foreign power.” It
ig virtually unbelievable that the United
States has departed from that princi-
ple—that after becoming the greatest
military and naval power on earth, it is
willing to consent to the occupation of
Cuba, not merely by another power, but
by the most hostile and dangerous enemy
that this Nation has ever had to face.
Yet, today nobody will deny that Cuba—
which “js and by right should be free
and independent”’—is nought but a Com-

-munist satellite, a perpetual monument

to the elasticity of American commit-
ments, and a reminder to every nation in

~the Western Hemisphere that “you, too,
“ean be stripped of your sovereignty and

made a Communist satellite.”

Mr. President, the free world has been
inspired by reports that exiles have
landed or will soon land on the Cuban
coast to rebuild the anti-Castro under-
ground. It is most indicative that these
reports have produced neither histri-
onies from the Soviets against the United
States nor retaliation by the United
States against the exiles.

It is difficult in times of relative peace

. for a nation to put incidents of war into

proper perspective. This is perhaps an
explanation for the failure of most Amer-
icans to realize the enormity of what has
been done to Cuba.

Although only 90 miles from our shores,
Cuba’s plight is revealed to us through
the same media which bring us news of
Vietnam and Europe. We tend to view
Cuba—after b years of Communist domi-
nation—in a rather abstract and de-
tached manner.

The memory of man is short. Per-
haps it is too short to reach back to Oc-
tober of 1962, There was nothing ab-
stract about Cuba then.
mortal danger. We were cognizant of
Cuba is today as invidious
g threat as in the missile crisis, but
stripped of the glare of publicity and
the eagily discernible military potenti-
allty of missiles, the quiet crisis of Cuba
has tended to slip from the American
conscience.

On this, the 62d anniversary of the
creation of the nation for which Ameri-
cans fought and bled, it is to be hoped
that a new national awareness will be
forthecoming. ‘

Cubsa, today can still be freed without
direct American military intervention.
It can be freed by the exiles and with-
out the serious threat of a thermonuclear
war. Time is working against us, how-
ever, and there is much to be done.

It is incumbent at this late hour, Mr.
President, for the administration to pro-
vide assistance and strategic planning
for the Cuban exiles who are legitimately
entitled to work for the liberation of

their country. The United States must

riot only unshackle the Cubans but also
direct their efforts so that the common
cause—Cuban independence—can be
aclueved in the shortest poss1b1e time.

We faced a

riods.
freedom for 50 years, the Cuban people

‘ 11135

The admlmstratlon should recognize a~
Cuban Government in exile and seek to
have that Government given recognition
in the Councils of the Organization of
American States. It should be acknowl- -
edged that the disunity of the Cubans is
having a most deleterious effect on their
efforts for independence. It should also
be acknowledged that the Government of
the United States is promoting such dis- -
unity as a means of keeping the Cubans
in check. A government in exile could
provide the singleness of voice that exiles
have lacked throughout Castro’s reign.

Mr. President, Public Law 733, passed
by the 87th Congress and signed by Pres-
ident Kennedy, commits the United
States “to work with the Organization of
American States and with freedom-lov-
ing Cubans to support the aspiration of
the Cuban people for self-determination.
This is a law, not merely a resolution. It
would seem that in the course of recent
history we have as a nation broken the
law, as well as the spirit of collective
defense envisioned by the Organization
of American States and the Rio Treaty
of Reciprocal Assistance. ’

The laws, the treaties, the men and
machines, and the vital necessity for
liberating Cuba are present. It is only
determination by the United States that
seems to be inadequate.

I do not advocate that the United
States be a participant in direct military
action in the Caribbean, but we can act
as we are acting in Vietnam., We can
equip. We can train. We can arm and
advise. We are doing this and morein a
land 5,000 miles away for a cause am-
biguous and iil-defined. We cannot in

‘eonstience, in honor, in compliance with

the national will, in deference to our
myriad commitments, and for our own
security, fail to do at least as much in
Cuba.

Mr. DOMINICK. Mr. President, I
congratulate the distinguished Senator
from Wyoming on what I believe to be a

‘superb speech on an extremely important;

subject, a subject which all Americans
have been wrestling with ever since
Castro came to power—and certainly in
explicit detail ever since the summer of
1962.

I believe that the programs and the
points which the distinguished Senator
from Wyoming has made—particularly
on the need to recognize a_government-
in-exile, and the amount of time, effort
and money being spent in Vietnam com-
pared to Cuba, Vietnam being 5,000 miles
away and Cuba only 90 miles away—are

“important considerations to impinge

upon the American conscience and the
administration’s effort to formulate an
adequate policy. I hope it will make
‘some eﬂ’ort to formulate one.

Tt s a real privilege for me to stand
on the floor of the Senate and make a
few comments on the same subject.

Mr. President, Cuba, which was
granted its independence by the United
States on this date in 1902, has gone
through many trying and difficult pe-
After struggling to maintain their

‘saw their elected government headed by
Dr Ca.rlos Prios give way to the reglme
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of Major General Batista through a
military coup on March 10, 1852. Since
then, they have not had an opportunity
to determine their own destiny through
the elective process.

This is particularly significant for us
in the United States, in view of the fact
that we have enjoyed three presidential
elections, six national legislative elec-
tions, and countless state and local elec-
tions since that date. It is also of sig-
nificance because this Island nation
gained its freedom through the actions of
the United States, and has since lost its
freedom through the lack of action of the
United States.

Today, Cuba is an island of horror,
and a mere shell of what existed prior to
Castro’s takeover,

It is an island fortress, stocked and
supplied by one or more foreign and
unfriendly powers. Its Government has
resorted to mass arrests, executions, and
the most heinous of crimes against its

_own cltizens, in order to maintain Its
position of power over the people.

It Is, without any question or doubt
whatsoever, a staging area, & training
ground, and & jumping off point for
Communist subversion and sabotage

against the entire Western Hemisphere..

This is not a natural role for the Cu-
ban people. They mre not by nature
subverters of freedom, or saboteurs of
forelgn governments. They are free-
dom-loving, honest, and hard-working
people who were tricked into belleving
that Castro was, in fact, interested In
bringing about democratic reforms and
civil liberties for all Cubans. They know
now, however, that Castro lied. Those
who have dared speak out against him
have found themselves at best impris-
oned, and at worst tortured and mur-
dered.

It is difficult for those of us in this
country to imagine the terror and pri-
vation helng experienced by the Cuban
pecple. We forget, for example, that
85 recently as 1857, just before the Com-
munists came to power, Cuba was ranked
fourth among all Latin American coun-
tries in per capita income.

Reports coming out of Cuba today in-
dicate a catastrophic drop from that
level, We must slso realize that in 1858
Cuba was self-supporting in many food-
stuffs, such as meat, poultry, fish, fruits,

- dalry products, and coffee. Reports from
Cube today indicate that not only has
the rationing of foodstuffs become pro-
gressively more stringent since the Com-
munists gained control, but a ration
card is now only a lcense to search for
food, not a guarantee of getting it.

According to a report issued in May,
1962, by the Economic Research Service
of the U.S. Department of Agriculture,
entitled “Agriculture and Food Situation
in Cuba,” prior to Castro the Cuban peo-
ple were among the best fed people, not

. only in Latin America but in the entire

world. This report further states:
Farm output in the late 1960's was twice
the 1835-39 level with an average annual
growth of 3.5 percent of the two decades,
significantly higher than average population
growth of about 2.3 percent for the same
period. Furthermore, production for both
domestic consumption and export was ac-
celerating just prior to the Castro takeover
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Agrarian reform has disrupted production
but has neither fulfilled Government prom-
ises nor met needs and expectations of the
rural people.

There will be little to celebrate on
Cuban sofl today, but the courageous
Cubans still struggling for freedom will
undoubtedly be blowing up more bridges,
destroying more factories, and disrupting
more Communists’ plans, even though
they must incur the displeasure of this
administration to do {t. Their efforts to
date have, by and large, been scattered
and fairly disorganized, if what we read
in the press is accurate, but there are
signs of unity developing. We must not
belittle their efforts. Rather, we should
keep in mind the fact that when Fidel
Castro waded ashore in his much her-
alded invasion of Cuba in November of
1956, he had only 82 men with him.
This small band of men, many of whom
were captured or kllled in the earliest
stages of the revolution, now control the
nation. Such could eventually be the
fate of the present Cubans revolting
against the Castro Communist regime.

The U.S. Government has mede two
grievous errors with respect to Cuba, and
appears to be making a third. First,
it either had not known of or overlooked
Castro’s Communist leanings when it
gave tacit approval to his anti-Batista
revolution. Second, it reneged on what
now appears to have been a clear com-
mitment to support, to whatever extent
necessary for success, the Bay of Pigs in-
vasion which undoubtedly would have
toppled Castro and ended Communist in-
fluence {n this hemisphere. Now it is
committing the gravest mistake of all by
doing nothing at all. It is not even mak-
ing an effort to keep the American people
fully informed of the situation so close
to our own shores.

There are some highly influential
Americans, even in the Senate, who do
not seem to view Mr. Castro’s actions
with alarm, but would instead classify
them as mere nuisances, It cannot be
a mere nuisance when the largest nation
in South America, Brazll, is almost con-
verted into a Communist satellite, and,
according to our own State Department,
largely through the subversive activities
of Cuban trained and supported Com-
munists. Certainly, the new Brazilian

'Government's breaking off of diplomatic

relations with Cuba was a result of more
than irritation over a nuisance.

The report of the investigating com-
mittee appointed by the Council of the
Organization of American States to look
into the charges that Cuba is attempt-
ing to foment revolution and overthrow
Latin American governments, would also
indicate that Castro's Communist re-
gime Is more than a nuisance. That re-
port states in part:

‘The Republic of Venezuels has been the

‘target of a series of actions sponscred and

directed by the Government of Cuba, openly
intended to subvert Venezuelan institutions
and to overthrow the democratic Government
of Venezuela through terrorism, sabotage,
assauit, and guerrilla warfare.

The OAS report goes on to state that—
An important element In Cuban interven-
tion In Venezuela was the shipment of arms
that was found on the Peninsula of Para-
in the State of Falcon on November

1, 1963, close to the date of the general elec-

tions. The shipment was made up of ‘arms
originating in Cuba that were surreptitiously
landed at a solitary spot on the coas}, for
the purpose of being used in subversive op-
erations to overthrow the constitufional
Government of Venezuela.

Mr, SIMPSON. Mr. President,- will
the Senator from Colorado yield?

Mr. DOMINICK. I am glad to yield
to the Benator from Wyoming.

Mr. SIMPSON. I am well acquanted
with the investigatory report wiitten
with respect to Venezuela. We have
discussed it before, as the Senator kilows.
I should like to inquire of the Senator
from Colorado if he remembers the rec-
ommendations and what America has
done to Implement those recommenda-
tions in the report.

Mr. DOMINICK. I remember ‘the
recommendations well. One of ‘hose
recommendations was that we take avery
means necessary to prevent the export
of subversion from Cuba. We hava not
done a single thing, apparently--and
when I say “we,” I mean the United
States of America—to implement |t.

Mr. SIMPSON. That is my under-
standing. The Benator is makilig a
great contribution to the suliject.
There Is much to be done. There
seems to be an apathy on the patt of
American people that is not undersiand-
able to me. I cannot understand why
we can stand by and do nothing, and
at the same time make no effort tao rec-
ognize the Cuban government in ‘exile,
which has given them the starting point.

Mr. DOMINICK. I appreciate the
comments of the Benator from Wi{om-
ing. I feel that in an effort to obtain
some meaning in the American con-
science as a whole, we will need some
leadership on this problem in the Amer-
ican Nation which we have not hud to
date.

Mr. SIMPSON. I congratulate- the
Senator on the fine statement he¢ has
made. I think the statement the Sen-
ator made in 1963 was one of the Anest
statements made {o the American people.
I compliment him. I think it ought to
be read in every quarter, and espe«.ially
in the State Department.

Mr. DOMINICK. I apprecw.te -the
very fine compliment.

These are the statements of a fivi-na-
tion investigating committee set up ty the
QAS to find the truth. The nations rep-
resented on the Investigating conimit-
tee were Argentina, Colombia, (Costa
Rica, Uruguay, and the United States.
The charges are thoroughly documnnted
in & 112-page report containing p.oto-
graphs, diagrams, maps, and staterients
from the Venezuelan and Cuban Go7ern-
ments. And, if there is any lingering
doubt as to the motives of the Cuban
Communists in Latin America, the final
swo conclusions of this OAS report sliould
eliminate them. They are as follows:

The policy of aggression on the part of the
Government of Cuba was confir the
discovery on November 4, 1863, by VeneZuielan
authorities, of a plan of operations, the: "Ca-
racas Plan,” prepared for the subversiize ac-
tion of the so-called Armed Forces af Na-
tional Liberation. This plan anticipated
the use of arms similar in type and numerlcal
proportion to the shipment of the arms men-
tioned in the preceding paragraph. Tie ob-
jective of the plan was to capture the city ot
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Caracas, to prevent the holding of elections
on December 1, 1663, and to selze control of

thecountry, =~ - 7 =

- Consequiently, the acts of intervention that
have been outlined, and, in particular, the
shipment of arms, constltuie a_pollcy af
aggression on the part of the present Gov-
ernment, of Cubs against the territorial integ-

* rity, the polltical soverelgnty, and the Sta-
bility of the democratic institutions of Vene~
zyela. S ot

Thus, Mr. President, we see, through

the eyes of the OAS investigating com-

mittee, a true picture of the aggressive

Intents of the Castro government_ in

Cuba, ] ) . e e s
Mr, SIMPSON. Mr. President, will the

Benator yield? .

Mr. DOMINICK. T yield, 7
_Mr. SIMPSON. At this, juncture of
the remarks of the Senator from Colo-
rado, I think it appropriate to ask if the

Senator does not believe that unless the

United States does something to help

implement the recommendations in the

report, that we stand a good chance of
losing good faith with the countries that

are slenatories to the treaty, = .

-, Mr. DOMINICEK, I think there is Jit-

tle or no doubt about it. . 'To the degree
that the United States recommends in-
action, or failing to implement the rec-
ommendations, the other countries will
feel that we will not support them, and
the interest that they have in the rec-

- ommendations will dissipate, =
" -Mr. SIMPSON, I understand that at

thé outset the United States was happy

to sponsor the committee, and now it

seems to have drawn aside from it. I

wonder if the Senator will tell us whether
the State Department has done anything

- at all with respect toit,” =~
~-Mr. DOMINICK. I can tell the Sena-
bor from Wyoming that to the best of my

“knowledge the State Department has not
done anything to implement the recon-_
mendations of the report. I have had
iairly extensive conversations with highly
Informed sources—I believe that is the
technical phrase that the news media
Use—very recently, as early as today.
 Mr. SIMPSON. The Senator evidently
has access to some of the same informa-
tlon 4o which I have access.. I am sure
1t is reliable and authentic. Certainly
it isinspiredwby’ patriotic motives.. .

" I addressed myself to this report some

. time ago on the floor of the Senate;
little or no attention seems to be paid by
the State Department to the recommend.-

- ations in the report. It is high time for
this problem to be brought to its atten-

“tlon, for implementation, . . . .

Mr. DOMINICK. I completely agree
with the Senator, as he well knows. The
point T am frying to make—and what the
Senator has done in this connection is
very important—is that despite the ef-
forts that so many of us have made on
the floor of the Senate, for some reason

- which wholly escapes me, there seems to

“be a great reluctance on the part of the
State. Department personnel, or policy-
makers at the present time to take any
action with regard to Cuba, even on such
a- simple thing as recognizing the gov-
ernment-in-exile, as the Senator so co-
gently suggested in his talk a few min-
utes ago. e
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Mr. SIMPSON. It is not understand-
able to this Senator, either.

Mr. DOMINICK. I quoted from the
OAS report. But there are some other
things that might be of interest to the

Senators and to the public at large. I-

refer to certain testimony or statements
by Ambassador Farland, former Am-
bassador to Panama, at a recent meet-
Ing in Miami, on April 15, 1964.
" "At that time Mr. Farland, speaking of
the Cuban problem, said: L
T am vitally concerned about the military
buildup, the arms buildup and the electronic
apparatus, and I think I can speak for the
consensus of many of the Latin American
diplomats, when they say they speak of full
knowledge that today Latin America is in
greater danger than it was in October of
1962 when the missiles were in Cuba, itself,
and the reason for this I, and I have seen
this, there is bresently an apparatus moving
in and out of Cuba for the purpose of sub-
version In their home countries,

Former Ambassador Farland in bublic
testimony said that Latin America today
Is in greater danger from Cuba than it
was in Octoher of 1962.

According to former U.S. Ambassador
to Brazil and Peru, William D. Pawley,
it is the opinion of those who followed
the Cuban problem closely that the mis-
siles in Cuba during the October crisis
of 1962 were not all removed. As most
Senators know, there has been bublic
testimony from the head of the CIA that
at the present time 1t is impossible for
the CIA to say whether all of those mis-
siles were removed.

There is another bit of evidence which -

I think is pertinent and Important. This
Is from the statement of Mr. Luis Ferre,
Puerto Rican_ industrialist, author, and
former member of the Puerto Riean
House of Representatives:

I know from absolutely dependable sources
that there are 10,000 Cubans right now study-
ing in Czechoslovakia and Russia. Ten
thousand young men are studying and be-
Ing indoctrinated, They are trying to take
beople from Puerto Rico to Indoctrinate
them. They are sending people from Iatin
America into Cuba for indoctrination in
Communist subversion.

I noticed in a news release concerning
_Senator SMATHERS' speech on this sub-
ject earlier today, that apparently some

. infiltrators have moved into Puerto Rico

and are at present in our own Puerto
Rican mountains. They are opposed to
our Government. They are trained and
have been Infiltrating Puerto Rico from
Cuba. And still we do nothing,

We need not even look to such sources

. to find the true meaning of Cuban eom-

munism. We can find that in the very
words of the Cuban Communists them-
selves. For example, according to & re-
cent edition of the weekly report pub-
lished by the Truth About Cuba Com-
mittee, Inc., of 646 SW 12th Avenue,
Miami, Fla., Ernesto “Che” Guevara
sald on March 14, 1964:

When all our comrades understand that
each individual means little, that their
strength is the collective strength, when
they understand clearly that their personal
knowledge, their Pbersonal ability have no
significance,

And so on. This is a far cry from what
-We belleve In this country. It is evident
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to all of us that no responsible leader
could so discount the importance of the
Individual in a free soclety. -

There can be no question in anyone’s
mind over the situation in Cuba.

There can be no doubt in anyone'’s
mind over the motives and goals of the
Cuban Communist Government.

I think it quite appropriate that on
this serious and symbolic commemora-
tion of the 62d Anniversary of .Cuban
Independence, we consider several ques-
tions recently put to the panel members
of the Party to People Forum which was
sponsored by the Republican Party in
Miami, on April 15, 1964, These ques-
tions were posed by Dr. Fernando Pena-
bez, a lecturer and author, and probe
right into the very heart of U.S. policy
with respect to Communist Cuba; The
questions are as follows:

No. 1: “Will the U.S. Government continue
to maintain units of its naval and alr forces
patrolling Cuban waters for the express pur-
pose of protecting Cuba’s Communist regime
from attacks by Cuban patriots?”

Parenthetically, it seems to me that
when someone asks us, as representa-
tives of the people, “Are you going to
continue to sell arms and equipment to
Cuba and prevent us from regaining con-
trol of our island?” we have certainly
gone far afield from our original effort of
trylng to control the exportation of
communism from Cuba. I continue to
read:

No, 2: “Hag the U.S. Government definitely
thrown the Monroe Doctrine into its foreign
policy trash basket?”

No. 8: “Will the U.S. Government con-
tinue to ignore and deny its solemn and
legally binding pledges to effectively oppose
the establishment of Soviet Russia and
other Communist regimes In the Americag
as specifically ordered in the Treaty of Rio
de Janeiro, the Bogot4 Pacts and other im-
plementing inter-American pacts and cove-
nants; that is, does the United States no
longer honor 1ts own treaties when they
pertain to the freedom and Independence
of the Americas?” )

Again I emphasize that these are not
my questions; they were questions asked
by Dr. Fernando Penabez, a distinguished
what is taking
place. -

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. President, will
the Senator from Colorado yield?

Mr. DOMINICK. I am glad to yield
to the Senator from Wyoming,

Mr. SIMPSON. Does not the Senator
agree that probably a fourth valid ques-
tion could be: Will the United States
continue to throw a hot-air blockade
around Cuba while selling wheat to Comn.-
munist Russia for transshipment to
Cuba?

Mr. DOMINICK, T fully agree with
the Senator from Wyoming. I can only
say that that was not one of Dr. Penabez’
questions. He asked some others. His
fourth question was:

No. 4: “During the last 3 years the U.S,
Government hag Ppersistently refused to exert
leadership within the Organization of Amer-
ican States and has delegated this leader-
ship to nations such as Mexico and Vene-
zuela, and will this policy continue?”

No. 5, which is a very interesting ques-
tion—and I call it specifically to the at-
tention of Senators and others who wish
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to read it, because I belleve it is most
important:

Now that the topmost leader of the For-
eign Relations Committee of the U.8. Benate
has officially admitted that Russtan military
and political control of 44,000 square miles
of Cuban territory is & mere nuisance, will
the U.S. Government accept this position
regarding the existence in Cuban waters
around El Fralle north of Havana Province,
between the towns of Jibacoa and Banta
Cruz dgl Norte of the deadly Golem II atomic
missile

The Golem II is designed to be launched
from the ocean ficor. "It has a range of 1200
nautical miles. It 1s towed in cannisters
two or three at a time, and it can be launched
by a submarine or by the Cuba-based trawler
ficet which now also sails with great im-
punity 3 mlles away from the beaches and
shores of the eastern coast of the United
Btates. .

The Golem II's are in Cuba now at this
‘moment, and I have a reliable map that is
fully substantiated, which I would gladly
give to this panel, indicating where those
missiles are at this very moment.

The question is: What, if anything, are
we doing to determine the accuracy of
these charges? And if they are true, or
are even impliedly true, what are we do-
ing to protect the security of the Onited
Btates from attacks by missiles of this
kind?

In that connection, on May 18—2 days
ago—I placed in the RECORD, 88 appears
on page 10821, an Intelligence report on
Cuba, which T had just received, a part
of which is worth emphasizing now:

Matanzas Bay is so deep, that the sub-
marines do not have to surface in order to
reach the pens, which are provided with a
special system of gates controlling the flow
of water. The pens are finished, but we do
not have, a8 yet, any evidence of Soviet sub-
marines operating from this base.

The point I wish to make, deviating
somewhat from my principal statement,
18 that these charges are sufficiently
serious and have been made in sufficient
numbers to ralse, once again, not only
the question of the security of Latin
America and South America, by virtue
of the export of subversion, but also the
question of the security of the United
States itself from a possible premedi-
tated and wholly undiscovered system of
beses from which missiles can be
launched.

1t seems to me that these questions
and the Information we have received
are serious enough to warrant detafled,
expliclt answers from the administra-
tion.

Many concrete and constructive pro-
posals concerning the Cuban situation
have been made on the floor of the Sen-
ate over the last year, but this admin-
gtration has chosen to ignore them.
The time is coming very quickly when
we shall be forced to take more positive
action than hasheretofore been the case,
or else stop talking about the preserva-
tion of freedom and Uberty.

1 this Government is to commit our
young men, our national prestige, and
our military and economic might to the
preservation of lberty in Asia then we
can do no less In the Americas.

1 join with s0 many other Senators
in urging this administration again to
develop a positive policy, inform the
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American people of it and move to im-
plement it.

The administration will have my
wholehearted support, as I am certain
it will have the support of all Members
of Congress, in any positive action It
undertakes to bring about the preserva-
tion and reinstatement of freedom and
indcpendence to long-suffering Cubans.

Mr. President, I yield the fioor.

Mr. THURMOND. Mr. President, the
able Senator from Wyoming {Mr, SiMp-
soN] has performed a distinct service by
his brief but penetrating analysis of the
Cuban question. It is altogether Atting
that on the 62d anniversary of Cuban in-
dependence, the American people should
be reminded of the genesis and status of
the Cuban situation.

It was the United States which volun-
tarily undertook to achieve and main-
tain Cuban independence from foreign
domination. This undertaking was not
altogether aitruistie, for the relative size
and location of Cuba and the United
States made Cuban independence of for-
elgn domination second in Importance to
American security and welfare only to
that of the Cubans, themselves.

As a matter of right, Cubans who have
bech driven from their island homes
should be permitted to take any steps
they can devise and execute to free Cuba
from its yoke of foreign oppression.

As & matter of right, under interna-
tional law and justice, any nation or na-
tions of the Western Hempishere are free
to assist in the overthrow of the Com-
munist-satellite regime in Cuba.

As a matter of justice and of self-
imposed and accepted responsibility, the
United States has an obligation to bring
its resources and Influence to the cause
of the expulsion of communism from
Cubz and the reestablishment of freedom
in Cuba. To obstruct Cuban efforts
against Castro, whether or not we judge
them to be effective, is to turn our backs
on solemn national obligations and re-
vered principles of justice.

More than 62 years ago, the United
States accepted responsibility for Cuban
independence and freedom. Not only
did the United States go to war for this
commitment, but in later years we re-
peatedly sent troops to Cubs, to guaran-
tee that our commitment was kept.

We are now, and for more than 5 years
have been, in default of our long-accept-
ed responsibility for Cuban independ-
ence. Our reasons for accepting and
undertaking this responsibility are more
cogent and pertinent today than ever
before.

Action to purge ourselves of this de-
fault cannot come too soon. All the
people of the Western Hemisphere, and,
indeed, all the freedom-loving people of
the world, will welcome a return by the
United States to a policy of responsi-
bility accepted and obligations Dper-
formed.

Mr. President, in closing, again I com-
mend the able and distinguished Senator
trom Wyoming for his flluminating and
penetrating address on this subject,
which is of vital importance to the peo-
ple of the United States.

Mr. ALLOTT. Mr. President, the dis-
tinguished Senator from Wyoming [Mr.

Simpson] has just made a very Impor- -

tant speech on Cubs. His remarks ‘wére
followed by remarks by my distingulshed
colleague [Mr. DominicK). As I pro-
ceed, I shall discuss phases of both of
their speeches. My distinguished .col-

league has again called attention ta the

logistics of the situation in Cuba, &s he
has done on several previous occasions
on the floor of the Senate. L

Earlier last spring, in a very worgder-
ful speech in the Senate, he called at-

tention to the manner in which conmmu-

nism was being exported to South Amer-
ica, and explained specific means:and
methods which were being employed.

He has followed up that speech {oday
with another speech which has also
given the logistics of the situaticn in
Cuba. Many of us have heard the fig-
ures and facts which he has recit:d to
the Senate today. These have beeia de-
nied by the State Department from time
to time, and yet reliable information
keeps coming to Senators which com-
pletely corroborate the information
which he has given to the Senate. Some
time the State Department of the United
fstates should start listening to those
acts.

T was particularly impressed with the
remarks of the distinguished Senator
from Wyoming [Mr. SiMpson] wha said,
along the lines of my colleague’s speech,
that Cuba has relentlessly labored fo ex-
port revolution. How can we i this
country say that Cuba is not a menace
and go blithely along, when & counsry, 90
miles from our shores, Is exporting revo-
lution and has at least participaled in
revolution in six countries of “Latin
America? .

I am particularly struck by the:com-
ments which were made by the distin-
guished Senator from Arkansa [Mi FUL-
BRIGHT], the chalrman of the Committee
(2)151 Foreign Relations, who said on March

The prospects of bringing down the Castro
regime by political and economic ‘20ycott
have never been very good. Even If a general
free world boycott were successfully applied
against Cuba, it 1s unitkely that the Russians
would refuse to carry the extra financial
burden and thereby permit the only Commu-
nist regime in the Western Hemisphere to
collapse. We are thus compelled tc_recog-
nize that there is probably no way ol bring-
ing down the Castro regime by means of eco-
nomic pressures unless we are prepared to
imposs a blockade against nonmilita:y ship-
ments from the Boviet Unlon. Exacidy such
a policy has been recommended by jome ot
our more reckless politicians, but the prepon-
derance of \nformed opinion is that a block-
ade Soviet shipments of ronmili-

tary suppiies to Cuba would be extraiagantly ~

dangerous, carrylng the strong pcesibility
of & confrontation that could expliide into
nuclear war. .
Having ruled out military invasion and
blockade, and recognizing the falluré of the
boycott policy, we are compelled to consider
the third of the three options open tc us with
respect to Cuba: the acceptance of the con-
tinued existence of the Castro regime as a
distasteful nuisance but not an intolerable
danger so long as the natlons of tlie heml-
gphere are prepared to meet their obligations
of collective defense under the Ric: Treaty.

what I am afrald of, and what I be-
Heve every American 18 afrald of, is that
that statement represents the thinking
of the State Department. Do we have to
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not name at this time, it is peculiar that

the State Department has not been able
to react.
The point the Senator has made is a

-« Although a subcommittee of the Senate
--Armed Services Commmittee placed the
wnumber of Soviet troops in Cuba last good one. As soon as this country en-
“year at 17,500, there is reason now to tered'into the so-called wheat deal with
beheve that the number is much greater Russia,
t thal.” T personally believe that it__of our allies throughout the world has
e . We h;we _allowed the initiative that been breaking its back to trade with
;:we had grasped in 1962 to slip away Communist Cuba. So by taking that step
~from us. We have retired from our po~ we have helped to precipitated a break-
~gition to have on-site inspection by the down of one of the two ways by which we
#United Nations of the missiles in Cuba. _could have destroyed Communisi Cuba—
We_final]ly ended up with an inspection an economic blockade or embargo.
by U-2’s, one of which was subsequently Let me make two or three suggestions,
‘rShOIa down.. . .although I have no hopes that the State
-QUr. economic _embargo on Cuba has Department will wake up enough or in-
; ,.89;!1 2 flop due to the lack of coopera- crease its cerebrations enough in the next
r tion on the part of our allies. It rankles few months to recognize the situation.
.me to_ think of how we have protected The officials of the Department sit and
_our_allies throuyghout the whole breadth watch the tortoise whiz by. It is about
..and scope of this world, and yet, with the time for someone in the Department to
.billions, of dollars and with the lives of _getthe idea that events do move and that
.the men that we have lost_and are losing delay works to the advantage of Castro.
Jtoday—at this very minute in South I cannot help reminding my colleagues,
Vietnam—when _a clear and present although it may be slightly irrelevant,
% _danger exisfs within 90 miles of our that ene of the ways in which we salved
shore, our allies will not even cooperate our consciences in 1956 for not helping
10 the extent of limiting shipments there the Hungarian revolution was by saying,
.and refraining from taking a profit from “It is so far away that we could not pos-
.. trading with our enemy. Of those 66 sibly do it.” From a practical sense,
-nations of the free world that have ves- that may have been true. It may have
sels involved in the Cuban trade, about been difficult. But those who tremble
04.0f them receive aid from the United and cry in fear, as the speech of the
.otates... It_is almost incomprehensible distinguished Senator from Arkansas
.that such a situation could exist. seems to imply—namely, the myth doc-
. -.-4f 'we_wonder why we are unable to ftrine—are doing this country a great dis-
.coalesce Latin America, if we wonder service.
.why we are unable to bring them into I suggest, first, that we recognize a pro-
a solid group opposing Castro commu- Visional government, as the Senator from
-nism, we need only to look at our policy Wyoming has again suggested. We have
. .of granting aid to those 54 Nations who an opportunity to do so on Guantinamo.
. .are_trading with Cuba for the answer. That suggestion was made by the senior
). If this country is soft enough and foolish Senator from- Colorado this year. We
. .enough to provide them with foreign aid had an opportunity, and still can estab-
= -while our friends refuse to cooperate in lish a provisional government, or permit
. .an economic blockade, how can we ex- the Cubans to establish a provisional gov-
. .bect them to accept our leadership in ernment, right on their own soil—Guan-
creating Western Hemisphere unity to tdnamo. Some of the best experts in
. .€xpel communism from Cuba and this this country say it would not be violating
- -hemisphere. our treaties or understandings with Cuba.
e ... Mr. DOMINICK. Mr. President, will It could have been done when the
. the Senator yield at that point? water was cut off. Instead, we said, “We
. ...Mr. ALLOTT. I am glad to yield to can haul water in, so really we are not
.the distinguished Senator from Colorado. hurt.”
~..Mr., DOMINICK. I think the com- Second, this country should give aid
ments the Senator is making are of real similar to that being given to South Viet-
importance, because they point up to one nam., We certalnly should give aid to
-angle of the problem we got into when Cubans who want to go back and rescue
. .we started negotiating with the Com- their country from Castro. I see no rea-
- unist Government of Russia to supply $on why the U.S, Government should fail

from that moment on every one

At with certain supplies ‘and equipment,
Jdncluding wheat, After having agreed to
mmﬁpmtpr supply Russia, how can we say to our
5 cannot Cuba’, when

to do it.

Free Cubans should be aided in telling
the sordid story of Communist Cuba in
other Latin American counfries. ‘This
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would be the most effective countermens-
wureto Castro propaganda in Latin Amer-
‘fca. R
Through our own leadership, travel
‘between Cuba and ofher Latin erican
-goumtries should be stopped, regardless
of what steps we must take 1o stop it.
#This is & necessary step in preventing
Purther exportation of Castroism in Latin
CA.

I cannot believe that we have not the
nerve, the wealth, the materlel, and
“everything else necessary, when we have
“been spending $50 billlon each year on
‘deferise for years. I do not see how we

. cen belleve that Khrushchev would start

a major world conflict over Cuba.
Next, I think we should call a diplo-
mastic conference of the Iree world na-

. tlons Yor the purpose of placing a com-

Pplete trade embargo on Cuba. Our sac-
“pifices of men and materlel for the pro-
‘tantion of our allies has earned us the

right to ask for theéir support in this.

‘Again, T think we should reconsider,
and T think we will reconsider during our
deliberations on the foreign uid bill, the
cutting off of aid to those countries which
will not give us support in such a trade
embargo on Cuba, ‘
© Mr. DOMINICK. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?
T Mr, ALLOTT. Iyleld.

_ Wr.DOMINICK. At the recent Party
to People Forum held at Miaxﬁl {from

‘which T quoted In my own speech, one of
the questions asked from the floor was,
*Do you think we ought o recognize a
-government In exile?” Every single
meniber of the panel sald, “Yes. This
15 one of the first steps we ought to take,”.
a8 was 5o ¢loquently advocated by the
Benator In his very fine speech & year
8go.

I see presertt In the Chamber one of
our own colleagues who was present at
‘the Party to People Forum, the Senator
from Kentucky IMr. MorToxN1. I hope
he can glve us a little Inslght as to who
was there, what thelr qualifications are,

- -and what was of concern to those who
- -were ausking gquestions on our Ciuban

policy. It should be of interest to know
-that some ambassadors were sipporting
‘what the Benator has advocated.

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, will the

-Benator yleld?
“Mr. ALLOTT. T yleld.

Mr. MORTON. There was a very In-
teresting meeting at Miami. Former
Ambassador Pawley was present. Mr,
“Farland, former Ambassador to Panama,
was preserit. They were absolutely
agreedl on the position that the senior
Senator from Coloradoc and ofher Sena-
tors took a year ago, that this action had
{0 be taken.

One sidelight of the Miam! meeting
which I do not think has come to the
fore, and which I think is rather im-

" portant, 1s that we sweep the subject of

" Cuba under the rug. If two young boys

¢limb the wall in Berlin, and one is shot
“anid the other gets away, that event will
be headlined In every newspaper In
America. That Is important,as it should
‘be, Yet 16 people can leave Cuba In'a
~14-Toat boat and get to Florida, 2 of
‘them alive and the rest dead, and, out-

side the ) press, no note is taken
- of It in the pewspaper.
0000
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The Cuban people are just as Interested
in preserving their freedom as ofher peo-
ple are. Yet we seem to sweep this mat-
ter under the rug because Cuba has be-
eome to us & nuisance. I bellevé it is
important, whatever we do, to gel across
o the American people the great herolc
efforts belng made today by the Cuban
people themselves in trying to galn their
freedom.

We—Members of the Senate, and the
press of the country—are playing it down
too much, because it is & nuisance.
Therefore, we do not wish to bulld it up.

I commend the Benator Trom Colorado

{Mr. AvroTr] on what I belleve to be &
great statment.
. Mr., ALLOTT. I am deeply apprecia-
$ive of the remarks of the Senator from
Kentucky, as well as those of my col-
league the SBenator from Colorado [Mr.
Dominick] and the Benator from Wyo-
ming [Mr, BrapsonN].

The attempt to sweep Cuba under the
rug will never succeed. It will continue
to be a thorn In our slde unill we do
something to stop it, because only we can
supply the leadership to the other Latin
American countries which Is necessary to
coalesce the determination to sweep
communism out of this hemisphere. We
can vaclilate, we can waver, we can
ignore our duty to supply that leader-
ship for as long as we wish, but the prob-
lem will not goaway. )

I hope that this matter will come to the
attention of the press, and thus into the
minds and consclousness of the American
people, because I am satisfied that most
Americans are as deeply concerned about
this question as any other which faces us
in the field of international affairs, If not
more S0. T

e

HOW HANDICAPPED WORKERS ARE
-PROVING THAT ABILITY COUNTS

Mr. PASTORE. Mr. President, some

‘young Americans who have contributed

something worthwhile have recently
visited Washington as winners of State
awards in a contest sporisored by the
President's Committee on Employment
of the Handicapped.

Por 16 years the high schodls of the
country have been participating in an
essay contest based on a redlistic com-
munity survey under the patronage &lso
df committees of the Individusl State
Governors and the (o}

This year the theme was “How Handl-
capped Workers In My Community Are
Proving That Ability Counts”

In the State of Rhode Island the win-
ner in a briliant field was Miss Catherine
Flaherty, a 16-year-old student at
Wount Pleasant High School, Provi-
dence, whose English teacher Is Robert
. Maclean. Bhe is the daughter of Mr.
anll Mrs. Edward Andreas, of 118 Waver-
1y Btreet, Providence. -

" A winner of a $100 savings bond and
of the trip to Washington as a guest of
the AFL-CTO, she has been hosted here
d€lso by the Disabled American Veterans
end in the festivities that included their
présence &t the White House, it has been
B personal and official pleasure to wel-
come Miss Flaherty to the Capitol. Asa
Tasting memorial of this year’s contest
and as a fruitful thought for all of us, I
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ask that the essay by Miss Flaheriy be
printed in the Recorp as a part of m
remarks.

There being no objection, the
was ordered to be printed In the RE|
us follows:
How HANDICAPFED WORKERS IN My CAdMMTU-

NITY ARE PROVING THAT ABILITY Coufis -
(Written by Catherine Flaherty, 118 Wilverly

Btreet, Providence, R.I., age 16, Mo

tionally perfect.
Each of us s fit to do certain jobi
equally unfit to do others. Occupatii]
apeaking, we are normal workers in reftic
o the jobs we can successfully performsz, We
are handicapped Workers in relation th
jobs we are physically, mentally, or =
tionally unable to handle successfully. In
my studies I bhave come to the conc lsion
that there is no job which cannot b¢: ade-
guately filled by one or the other so-gailed
handicapped workers. If placed Ix
proper job, no worker can be justiyfEon-
sidered handicapped. Only workers |§Iaced
in the wrong iob, one which does not ib&tch =
their physical, mental, and emotional ﬁg;k - )
up, are occupationally handicapped. |
fications rather than disabilities really jeter-
mine which jobs we are equipped to
competition with other workers.
Personnel men know that it Is rj
n thy

job. Yet this type of placement is th§ go&l” ~

*that personnel directors try to obtaih Yor

every “normal” employee and job-appficant.

This goal is just as possible with respéct to

ihe handicapped. Like the rest of us

Qparticular abilities and lmitations <ifl

nd make them unfit for certain tyjeg of

obe, but fully capable of holding othef§. T T

e handicapped @id not have the losdof kh

, leg, or other aisability, there woifld he

tional jobs that they could do. This ls

ue also with normal workers. If thay only

had faster reflexes, or mathematical abliity,

an ounce more of energy, or mechan!kpl as =

well as Intellectual ability, they too Wotld

have & wider range of jobs to choose¥xgih. .~

There are many things which make {§ BoOG

Worker, such as education and expeilence. -

After doing some research, I Tound thafmost

‘handicapped workers have had a good, {guca-

sion and often experience on ‘profesdionsal

Jobs. —
The handicapped workers in my - .

munity are proving that their defects ; ] o

impalr their working capacity. THEF6 T8

evidence that han#@iicapped workers, b¥cauge '

of theilr handicaps, actunlly are mors ‘pro-

ductive workers than the nonhandicippsd, -

.They work harder to keep their piEition

there by producing a greater hourly aufput.

They are seldom late or absent, and tIgy afe

extra careful not to get into an acifdent

therefore making thelr accldent rate:Jower
The handicapped are proving their ibility
<through extra effort. They are helpinf their
employer to realize it 18 the abilitles & per-
-son has that count and not the disaliilti

ORDER FOR RECESS UNTIL
TOMORROW

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. Pre
earlier today the majority leadif Te-
quested and recelved consent to haye the
Senate, when it concluded its buslness
today, recess until 10 a.m. tomorrigw,

I should Iike to modify that régiiest,
and ask unanimous consent that?%ﬁn .
the Senate completes 1ts business foday,
it stand in recess until noon tomJrrow,
Thursday, May 21, 1964.

RO - TR



